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LE TT YT BE B®, as 


DEAR SIR, 


IN my very ſhort reply to your favour of the 24th of laſt month, re- 
queſting ſome anſwers to the aſſertious in the Letter to the proprietors of the 
canal from the Trent to the Merſey, by AN OLD PROPRIETOR, I pro- 
miſed you a more ample detail of the many errors and miſrepreſentations 
in that letter; and ſhould have performed my promiſe ſooner, if an acci- 
dent of being overturned in a chaiſe, and, ſince my recovery, a cloſe ap- 
plication to buſineſs of a public nature, which could not be poſtponed, 

had not rendered me incapable of doing it till this time. 


I with the Old Proprietor had either ſigned his real name, or elſe, 
that he had taken his ſtand behind a buſh ſufficiently cloſe to have 
hidden him altogether from my view. In the former caſe, I might 
have found myſelf inclined to ſpare a man with whom 1 had, per- 
| haps, been in the habit of acting, and often in a friendly manner, for 
B 


many 


TS 


"many years: in the latter, having no reaſon to ſuſpect that it was 


againſt ſuch a man, fighting in a maſk, that I was brought under the 


neceſſity of defending what is dearer than life, my reputation, I ſhould at 
once have ſtruck more decidedly ; and if it had ſo chanced that I had 
wounded one whom I would rather have ſpared, he muſt have attributed it 
rather to the ſituation he had choſen, than to the hand which had inad- 
vertently given the blow. 


Circumſtanced as I am, I ſhall take a middle path; I will only give you 


faithfully the information you require; and, in doing this, I ſhall ſuffi- 


ciently vindicate my own character from the groundleſs aſperſions thrown 
upon it in that anonymous publication. 


I could with to avoid making ſuch large quotations from the Old Pro- 
prietor's letter as I ſhall be obliged to do; but the accuſations and anſwers 
to them could no otherwiſe be brought fully under one view. Entreating 


the irkſome taſk 1s over. 


10 « Mr. Jofiah Wedgwood, (ſays the Old Proprietor) at the laſt com- 
* mittee, brought forth a paper, which he called A State of facts between 
« the Duke of Bridgewater and the Canal Company. The paper was read, 
% and agreed fo little with the title, that ſeveral gentlemen of the com- 
« mittee proteſted againſt it, and left the room.“ I wiſh he had told us 
who theſe gentlemen were, which would have ſaved me the diſagreeable 


brother to Thomas Gilbert, Eſquire ; two Mr. Bills, brothers in law to 


then your patience, I will, without farther preface, begin upon my work; 
and ſhall rejoice, as you alſo will, . have Tome reaſon to do, when 


office of naming them. They were four in number : Mr. John Gilbert, 


TY 
Mr. John Gilbert; and Mr. Hill, partner with the Mette Gilberts i in che 
great Staffordſhire lime works. 


« A committee of eight remained (he ſays) for ſome time longer; when 
« two of thoſe went away, and left Mr. Wedgwood, with five others, to 
<« prepare the publication, under the ſpecious pretence of its being the act 
« of the committee; and it was never afterwards referred to the com- 
«© mittee for their approbation.”* — From the manner in which he men- 
tions theſe other two gentlemen going away, it would naturally be in- 
ferred that they alſo left the room in diſguſt. "Thoſe gentlemen were, the 
Rev. Dr. Falconer, and Mr. Bailey, both of Litchfield. They had an 
engagement, which required their attendance elſewhere before the State of 

acts was fully prepared; but as the anly thing intended farther to be done 


was, to leave out a few of the ſtrongeſt of them, they authoriſed the 


' remaining gentlemen fo to do, declaring, at the fame time, that, for them- 
ſelves, they had no objection to the whole ſtanding as it then was: and 
they have ſince, both of them, ſigned the copy, which was preſented i: 
the next committee; and the whole was authenticated by the followin, 

uncontroverted and ** — entry in the company's _ 


0 At a meeting of the Committee, 28th March, 1785, 
Several members of the committee, who met on the 24th day 
of February laſt, reported, that feven of ſuch committee, who 
“were the majority of that meeting, had prepared a caſe, and 
< ſent copies of it to the proprietors at large, in purſuance of the 
orders of the d . 


The Old 8 « Mr. Wedgwood has declared be would I 
*, publiſh it (the State of fatts above mentioned) as an act of the come 
B 2 * mittee.” 


1 


6© mittec.“ — But I never declared that / would publiſh it as any act what · 
ever: it was publiſhed and diſtributed, as it ought to be, by the company: 


clerk, under the order of the committee. — And I hope, Sir, you will now 
hold me acquitted of this firſt imputation, of publiſhing my own act under 
the fpecious pretence of its being the aft of the committee. 


The Old Proprietor next proceeds to the carrying buſineſs, and affirms, 
that the Duke of Bridgewater has conſtantly received and carried the 
«© goods between Preſton-brook and Liverpool, for the company, and has 
% given general ſatis faction to all perſons concerned, except to Mr. Wedg- 
% wood and ſome of his friends, who (for reaſons beſt known to themſelves ) 
« have ſought, by various means, to provoke a quarrel between the Com- 
e mittee and the Duke.” — How far his Grace, or rather his Grace's 


agents, have given general ſatisfaction, will appear from a repreſentation 
laid before the laſt aſſembly, ſipned by forty-five of the principal ins 


potters, and of which the following is a copy: 


% We, the under-named manufacturers of earthen ware, beg leave to 
_ repreſent to the general afſembly of the proprietors of the navigation from 


the Trent to the Merſey, That we are very materially intereſted in having 
the buſineſs upon this navigation performed in the moſt careful and regular 


manner, as no leſs than two-thirds of the whole tonnage betwixt Liverpool 


and the potteries, conſiſts of clay, flint ſtones, and other materials uled 1 in 
this manufactory, and crates of ware when manufactured. 


« That it is not _ neceſſary that the utmoſt expedition and diſpatch 


mould be uſed in forwarding the reſpective articles, but as ſeveral of the 
materials before mentioned are of a nature liable to be damaged by the 
weather, 
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weather, it is highly requiſite that they ſhould be ſtowed and ſecured in 
proper warehduſes and ſheds, when lyrmg at any of the wharfs. 


That with regard to clays, it is of peculiar importance that the ſeve- 
ral parcels ſhould be kept ſeparate and apart from each other, in order 
that each manufacturer may receive the particular parcel, or ſpecies of 
clay, which he himſelf has purchaſed. For as different proportions of 
flint and other articles are ufed with theſe clays, according to their ſeveral 
qualities, great loſſes and inconveniencies neceſſarily follow, and are con- 
ſtantly ſuſtained, when, through any miſtake or neglect, a parcel of clay 
15 delivered to a manufacturer, contrary to that which he expected and 
is in the habits of uſing ; or when various clays become mixed together, 
which often happens when different quantities are fuffered to lie indiſcri- 

mately 0X on the wharfs 2 the weather. 


«© As very great loſs has been ſuſtained in this manufactory for ſome time 
paſt, and eſpecially in the courſe of laſt winter, in the particulars before 
mentioned, as well as in other reſpe&s, we have made it our buſineſs to 
inquire into the caufes of theſe miſchiefs ; ; and find that they originate in 
| ſeveral deficiencies and abuſes at Preſton quay, (the Duke of Bridgewater 's) 


where all goods are transſhipped, and where it is therefore moſt N 
requiſite that every convenience ſhould be provided. 


« And firſt we beg leave to obſerve, that the warchouſes at Preſton are 
much too fmall to contain properly the quantities of goods depofited therein ; 
whereby the ſeveral articles are much crowded, and mixed together, and 
frequently receive great damage from bein g rolled and tumbled about. But 
what we are more particularly affected by, and complain of as a ſource of 


TTY 
the moſt general and extenſive evil, is, the want of a ſufficient number of 
ſheds proper for the ſtowage of the clay, and the little care that is taken 
of that important article. Thoſe which are now ſtanding will not contain 
in the whole more than four or five hundred tons ; - though it has rarely 
happened at any time, through the courſe of laſt year, that leſs than a 


thouſand or fifteen hundred tons have been lying on the banks, and ſome- | 


times much larger quantities, Had any kind of flight or temporary co- 
vering been procured, much loſs might have been prevented : but the 
whole has been ſuffered to lie from time to time, expoſed to every injury 
of the weather, inſomuch that it has ſometimes been reduced ten ſhillings 
a ton in value. We muſt earneſtly recommend it to the affembly to pro- 
vide ſome remedy againſt this evil in future, and that not only on account 
of the loſs it occaſions to the individual manufacturer, but as it has a ten- 


dency, by affecting the clay, to injure the fabric, and of courſe the credit 
and conſumption of this manufacture itſelf. . 


0 « We mult farther beg leave to repreſent, that the regular diſpateh of bu- 
ſiveſs 1 is much impeded at Preſton, by the want of a ſufficient number af 
porters to affiſt in weighing the flint and clay ; and that, from the want 
of theſe, as well as other conveniencies, the weighing of thoſe articles is 


almoſt wholly neglected; which is the occaſion of infinite vexation, trouble, | 
and diſpute. | 


As we ynderſtand that ſome regulations relative to the carriage on the 

navigation, are intended to be taken into the conſideration of the general 
aſſembly, we have thought it neceſſary to communicate the foregoing facts 
to the 8 and with the greateſt deference we requeſt their aſ- 
 Giſtance 


71 


ſtance in the redreſs of evils, ſo injurious to the intereſts of the naviga- 
tion, as well as to thoſe of the manufactory. 


Anthony Keeling, 
Robert Wilſon, 
Hugh Booth, 
Benjamin Godwin, 


John and George Rogers, 
Jacob Warburton, 
Hales and Adams, 
John Blackwell, 
Joſeph Blackwell, 

Timothy and John Lockett, 
Charlotte Stevenſon and Son, 
John Daniel 
Jofiah Wood, 
Ra. Malkin, 
John Graham, jun. 
William Adams and Co. 
Thomas Wedgwood, 
Walter Daniel, 
Elijah Mayer, 
John Glaſs, 
Richard Mare, 
George Taylor, 

John Yates, 


| Heath and Bagnall, 


John Harriſon, jun. 


William Clowes and Co. 


Ephraim Chatterley, 
Edward Keeling, 


Edward Baddeley, 


John Turner, 
Samuel Hollins, 
Joſeph Smith, 
Thomas Hollins, 


| Robifons and Smith, 


John Baddeley, 


Joliah Spode, 


Joſeph Warburton, 
George Harriſon, 


Samuel Perry, 


William Barker, - 


Thomas Barker, 
Robert Garner, 


Richard Myatt, 


John Pratt. 


There is & very little in the Old Proprietor letter to which I can give 
my aſſent, that 1 would not let flip a ſingle opportunity of expreffing my 


concur- 
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concurrence with him; and accordingly acknowledge, with heart - felt 
pleaſure, not only that theſe gentlemen are among my friends, but that 
it will be the pride of my life to merit and preſerve their friendſhip. But 
that they, or I, have ever ſought, ſor any reaſons, or by any means whatſo- 
ever, to provoke a quarrel with the Duke of Bridgewater, is abſolutely falſe; 
and it will appear hereafter «who has been the moſt inſtrumental in bring. 
ing about that event. SY 


J was in hopes (continues my accuſer) Mr. Wedgwood, by publiſhiag 
„ his ſtate of facts earlier, agreeable to his circular note ſent to the pro- 
«* prietors nine days ago, would have given me an opportunity to refute 
«© them.” To this I can only anſwer, that the manuſcript was then i in 
the clerk's hands, and * he was requeſted to haſten the publication. 


The committee repreſent, in their inte of facts, that an agreement was 


made between the Duke of Bridgewater's agents and thoſe of the com- 


pany, by which each party was to deliver all their unconſigned goods to 
the other; that the company continued punctual to this agreement; but 
that the Duke's unconſigned goods, &c. had been given to Worthington 
and Gilbert. This conduct of the Duke's agents is acknowledged by the 


Old Proprietor; and he juſtifies it by denying the agreement. Mr. John 


_ Gilbert (he ſays) afferts, that the only point ſettled was the rate of 


« freight, and that no mention was made of conſignments; but unleſs 


ſome other proof can be brought than the bare aſſertion of Mr. John Gil- 


bert, I ſhall beg to be excuſed from arguing upon that ground; as it 
would only be ſtating one man's word againſt another's. 


2 To eſtabliſh this fo-much-talked-of agreement, (ſays the Old Proprietor) | 
Mr. Turner was examined, and ſome ſhort minutes of his examination 
« haſtily 
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Angleſea, which place I left a few weeks ſince, and ſhall continue at the company's works 
ſome time longer. In anſwer to the inquiries you make reſpecting the agreement between the 


be would, upon being inſormdediof it; do every 
them, W ow — 


1 


« haſtily taken down, but not read over, or figned by him, as they ought 
40 to have been; and even this examination muſt be wreſted in the moſt 
« violent manner, to make it bear the ſenſe Mr. Wedgwood and his friends 
put pn it: deſides, Mr / Turner has ſince denied that there was any agree- 
«© ment about confignments, both at à late committee, and by a letter to 
T. Gilbert. — 3; and EEO agrees with Mr. = Gilbert, that all 
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Navigation Company and the Duke of . Bridgewater, ſo long a period has elapſed ſince it took 
place, that I am at a loſs to know the particular converſation that paſſed on the buſineſs. 


However, ho ther written agreelbent was made, except his Grace's prices of freight frour and 
to Liverpool, Mancheſter, &c. put down on a looſe ſheet of paper by your brother; and to the 


* 
. | 
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* At be time ; theſe prices were 454 I am pretty certain no mention was made whatever. 
relative to any other boats beſides the canal company's, nor indeed was there any expectation of 
others being employed in that line; ſeveral alterations have ſince been made at different times, 
ſuch as an additional charge on mall articles under one hundred weight, an allowance to his 
Grace for wharfage, porterage, &c. at Mancheſter and Stockton Quay, of 84. per ton, with an 
advance alſo on large crates; and in many converſations Mr. J. Gilbert always aſſufed us, that 
if any boats came upon his Grace's canal which were prejudicial to the canal company's intereſt, 


thing in his power to diſcourage nag — 


* | TT 
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e the meetings or agreements between them were ſimply to fix the price 
« of freight.“ 


With reſpect to the ſhortneſs of the minutes on Mr. Turner's examination, 


and their being haſtily taken down, the Old Proprietor ſhould call upon T. 


Gilbert, Eſq. for neglect of duty in this particular, in not being ſo atten- 
tive to his Grace's, or the Company's, intereſts as he ought to have been; 
for he was the principal manager in theſe examinations. But the truth is, 
that they were ſufficiently full to eſtabliſh the fact in diſpute, nor have I 
ever before heard their accuracy called in queſtion ; nor will Mr. Turner 
fay that his examination was not read to him: and that you may judge the 
more readily whether his evidence ſtands in need of being wrefled in the 9 


relates to this matter, is here tranſcribed verbatim: 
«4 ago, an agreement was made between Mr. John Gilbert, on behalf of 


I underſtood the accounts between his Grace and the Company would be cloſed, as ſettled 
by your brother and myſelf, to Michaelmas, 1783, and don't fee any reaſon to that adjuſtment 
being objected to by either party. - If the company object on account of Meſſrs. Worthington 
| and eompany's boats, it certainly was with their conſent that they were eſtabliſhed ; for I recol- 
le& it being faid in the committee, that the canal was open to every one, and their own 
affairs were ſo ill managed, the more they encouraged others the better. 


« If you want any further information on theſe matters, 1 ſhall at all times be ready to 
communicate to you my ideas on them to the beſt of my recollettion ; and am, with great 
regard, Ke. | 


Tuo. Tuznz. 


Greenfield, near Holywell, 
6 Feb. 6th, 1785. 


P. S. F - — 2d 
7 ̃ — —— — 


company.” 


i « the 


viola manner to make it bear the ſenſe put upon it, the whole of it that 
That ſeveral years 


% „ bas 


that can give any other meaning to theſe words, than that in which 
the committee have underſtood them, and which they ſo 2 and fully 
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ſſier this, can it be material. I was not upon that committee myſelf, 


the freight; a verbal one, it ſeems, there might be, about the unconfigned 
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„ the Duke of Bridgewater, and Mr. Bell and himſelf on behalf of the 
« company, reſpecting the carriage of goods; viz. that the company 
& ſhould deliver all unconſigned goods brought by their boats for Liver- 
% pool, &c. to his Grace at Preſton; and that his Grace ſhould deliver 


all unconſigned goods brought by his Grace's boats from Liverpool, &c. 


« to the company at the ſame place.“ It muſt be a violent wreſting indeed, 


expreſs. 


With regard to Mr. Turner's denying the agreement at a late committee, 
all I can fay is this; that the committee being informed that Mr. Turner 
wiſhed to fay ſomething to them upon this ſubject, ordered him to be 
called in; that his evidence was read to him; and the committee aſking 


| him, if that was the evidence which he had given at the time? Mr. Turner 


anſwered that it war; — then aſking if that evidence was true, he faid like- 
wiſe it was. What farther he might deny or affirm, I neither know, nor 


but had this information from the gentleman who put the queſtions to 


As to the letter, in which the Old Proprietor ſays chat Mr. Turner 


denies there having been any agreement about confignments, aud affirms that their 


agreements were fimply to fix the prices of freight; you will ſee that he neither 
denies the one, nor affirms the other. He ſays only, no other written 


agreement was made; — and afterwards, ** at the time theſe prices were 


fixed, I am pretty certain no mention was made,” &c. The whole therefore 
of what he aſſerts is, that there was no <vritten agreement except about 


"LI goods; 


( 12 ) 


goods ; which is all that is contended for: but at this time (that 1s, at the 


particular time the agreement was made about the freight) he is pretty 
certain no mention was made whatever relative to any other boats befides the 
Canal Company's beats. All this might be literally true, and yet the agree- 
ment might have been made reſpecting the conſignments even at this very 


time; for it is the goods, and not the brats, which are the ſubjects of ſuch 


conſiguments. But not to infiſton this diſtinction (which, however, might 
be a ſufficient ground of equivocation for his purpoſe) the agreement in'queſ 

tion might have been made at any other time, without violation of any one 
aſſertion in this letter. This equivocal epiſtle is, in truth, ſo complete a 


ſpecimen of jeſuitical writing, that it almoſt ſays any thing, and really ſays 
nothing, upon its propoſed ſubject. But where do we find that . he per- 


fectly agrees with Mr. John Gilbert, that all the meetings, or agreements 


thing like it 223 letter, — aa 


the aſſertion. 


ſpecting the ſettling of accounts between his Grace and the Company — 
It ſeems to be an anſwer to a part of Mr. Gilbert's letter; which part does 
not appear in the copy given us by the Old Proprietor, nor even in the ori- 
ginal ſhewn by Mr. Gilbert at the laſt general aſſembly. I have heard of 
myſteries, and religious rites, exoteric and efoteric ; whether in the preſent 
caſe there were any myſterious proceedings, any exateric and eſoteric letters, 
the gentlemen concerned can beſt explain. However, as the adjuſtment 
of accounts, mentioned in this paragraph, ſeems to be brought in rather 
violently, in order to ſay that ſuch adjuſtment ought not to be objefted to, 
it raiſed my _— to make ſome · inquiry at the office; by which I find, 


that 


” between them, were ſimply ta fix the price of freight 2” Lan find no- | 


There is another K chis lene wth nn 
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that there are very fold objections to the — s being bound by that 
fettlement. 


% On ſuch vague evidence (continues the Old Proprietor) | have Mr. 
% Wedgwood and his friends taken upon them to accuſe the Duke of 
66 Bridgewater of the breach of an agreement, which it is clear neither 
„ his Grace or his agents ever entered into. 


Now, Sir, if- you will pleaſe to turn to the State 'of facts, you will-find 
that it is not I and my friends, but Mr. John Gilbert, who accuſes the 
Duke,—in the following words, „ that his ſon had written a letter, by the 
Due e Pridgereater i direction, to his Grace's principal agent at Liver- 
pool, ordering all unconfigned goods, brought from Liverpool to Stour- 
port, to be delivered to Worthington and Gilbert.“ State of fats, p. 11. 
Arid with regard to the exiſtence of ſuch agreement, if the explicit evi- 
dence of Mr. Turner, — if the conftant uſage of all carriers in fimilar con- 
nections with one another, — if the uniform pradtice- of both parties con- 
cerned, from the commencement of their connection (which laſt circum- 
ſtance alone, we are told by a very reſpectable law authority, is a ſuf- 
ficient evidence. as well as explanation of ſuch agreements) — if all: theſe, 
collectively, form only an evidence of that vague nature which the Old Pro- 
prietor would repreſent it, I believe. the committee have no better to pro- 
duce, . and this matter muſt be ſubmitted to your deciſion, Sir, and that of 
the. reſt of the. proprietors, on. the ground where it now ſtands. - 


As to his (the Duke's) delivering goods to Worthington and Gilbert, 
he did not do ſo (the Old Proprietor ſays) till after the committee had 
i invited them to become carriers on the canal, and had given them a 
promiſe of aſſiſtance. Whatever invitations the committee might give, 

or 


( 14 ) 
or whatever promiſes of aſſiſtance they might make, to Worthington and 
Gilbert, they did not by any means authoriſe his Grace's agents to give 


the company's goods to this partnerſhip, without their knowledge or con- 


ſent. I call them the company's goods, becauſe the company had given the 
price (their own unconſigned goods) to his Grace for them. But the truth is, 
the committee neither invited Meſſrs. Worthington and Gilbert to become 
carriers, nor promiſed them any aſſiſtance; and after this ſubje& had been 
debated very fully in the laſt general affembly, (the gentlemen preſent at 
«hich mult be ſuppoſed to have read both the committee's State of facts, and 
the Old Proprietor”s letter, they being circular letters) it was moved, that the 
aſſembly do agree with the committee's State of fatts, ſo ſar as relates to the tranſ- 


ations therein flated between the committee and Meſſrs. Worthington and Gilbert; 


but the previous queſtion was put upon this motion, and as the whole of 
the Committee's fate was already authenticated, and muſt remain fo un- 
leſs a motion was made for invalidating any particular part, which was 
not ſo much as hinted at through the whole courſe of the meeting. 
to fave time to the aſſembly, the motion was withdrawn. 


What the Old Proprietor ſays on the ſubject of the Duke's ſervants 
« altering confignments,” I do not underſtand. He does not deny the 


charge, but he leaves the facts, as ſtated by the committee, in full 


Of the new propoſals offered to the committee, he gives the following 


account. Some time ſince, Mr. Wedgwood informed the committee, he 
% could procure people who would carry between Liverpool and Preſton, 
„% at 28. 4d. (inſtead of 3s. 4d. paid to the Duke) and thereby ſave the 
% company 1500l. per annum. This offer appeared ſo tempting to the 


committee, that it was eagerly embraced, and deeds ordered to be pre- 


I '© pared 


% ; ogy . 3 oO . » | 
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« pared between the committee and this new company. It then became 
« neceſſary, that the names of the contratting parties ſhould be known, 


« when, to the ſurpriſe of every body, it appeared, that Mr. Joſiah 


« Wedgwood, Mr. Twemlow, and Mr. Chatterley, three of your commit 


4 tee, were part of this new company. — The whole of his repreſen- 


tation of this tranſaction is nearly one uniform teſtimony of the frailty of 


the Old Proprietor's memory, or ſomething worſe. I will firſt give you 


4 true ſtatement of the matter of fact, and afterwards "— to the parti- 


culars of which I am accufed. 


Ta March 1784, I had propoſals brought to me from a company of 
fix gentlemen of the pottery, and one of Liverpool, to carry goods for 


the canal company, between Liverpool and Middlewich, they having 


heard of the differences betwixt his Grace and the company. Theſe pro- 


poſals they defired me to lay before- the committee; but they would not 


have their names mentioned, and gave for a reaſon, that if an agreement 
ſhould not take place, his Grace's agents would have it in their power to 
injure them. On looking over theſe propoſals, I told the gentlemen, 1 
thought the prices too high, and therefore could not lay them before the 
committee, having determined never to offer what appeared to me an unrea- 
ſonable propoſal. They then defired I would alter the prices to what 
I ſhould think reaſonable; ; and comoiingiy I made 2 — re- 


Ea, Reduced by 


From Liverpool to Preſton, — pid was 4 7 ung 


ductions: 


From Preſton to Middlewich, 4. d. 
Flint and clay — - - 1. 0 
All other goods not beiilbable, - — - 2.64} 15 
All | goods periſhable, 


CNEL. „ 
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By the original propoſals, the 
proprietors were to find wharfs, || company ſhould find half the clerks, 
warehouſes, &c. at Middlewich, || warehouſes, &c. at Middlewich, 


and the new company to do the and all clerks and couventencies at 
lame at Live rpool. Liverpool. 


Altered by me, that the new 


— 


Theſe ices propoſals being laid before the intended company, three 
of them declined; and thoſe who brought them to me again, intimated 
that 1 was too partial to the company of proprietors, ſaying the other 
gentlemen were very certain that I would not accept a ſhare in ſuch propo- 
ſals myſelf; and finally put the matter upon this iſſue, that if I would 
conſent to take a certain ſhare along with them, they would abide by the 


reduced propofals, but if I refuſed, they would refuſe likewiſe. I told them, | 


1 wiſhed rather to diminiſh than increaſe my buſineſs, and was very far 


from having any intentions of becoming a carrier : but as the way in which 


they had put it implicd rather a cenſure upon my conduct, I conſented d 


take any ſhare they ſhould think proper to allot me, being fully perſuaded 
that the terms were fair and reaſonable for both parties; though I wiſhed 
heartily to be excuſed from the trouble of this additional concern, and ad- 


viſed them to find ſome other partner to whom I would gladly deliver up 


my ſhare at any future time. I have the original papers by me, to vouch 
for the truth of what 1 relate. And thus, Sir, to the ſurpri iſe of every body, 


and to the no ſmall mortification of myſelf, I was apes the very briok 
of becoming ot one of your carriers. 


| If the Old . had ä his friend Mr. Gilbert, he could 
have acquainted him with theſe facts; and J ſubmit it to you, Sir, whe- 


ther this was the conduct of a man who wiſhed to become rich, as a carrier, 


at the company s expence. 


The 


Ms; 


The old Proprietor fays farther, © Mr. Wedgwood as chairman, fup- 
« ported by the above gentlemen (viz. Mr. Twemlow and Mr. Chatterley,) 
a has more than once preffed the execution of the deeds. A proceeding 
« ſo very indecent, as three gentlemen of the committee (which frequently 
te did not exceed feven) ſtriving to puſh on a contract for themſelves, na- 
6 " cauſed jealouſy.” —Now mark how a plain and fimple talc mall 


At 4 + Committee Au 20, 1 784. Paneer, 


| Thomss Gilbert, * in the Chair, 


Mr. "Mills, ZR. Mr. Wedgwood, 

Mr. Phillips, VVV ; Rev. D. Falconer, 
Rer. Mr. Bill, Mr. Sneyd of Belmont, | 
Mr. Bailey, Mr. Twemlow, 
Rev. Mr. Salmon, Mr. Chatterley, 

Mr. Egerton, Mr. Walth. 


This committee ſeemed unanimous in their opinion reſpecting the new 
propoſals; but the Chairman, for reaſons beſt tnown to himſelf, would put 
the queſtion in form; which being done, every individual, except himſelf, 
voted for cloſing with them, and a draft of articles was accordingly ordered 
to be 3 


From this time, there has been but one committee, in which this buſi- | 
neſs was taken into confideration, that conſiſted of fo few as ſeven ; and at 
that one I was not preſent. The only meeting at which any thing like 
| this heinous offence could be charged to me, was that of the 14th of May, 
1784; and all that was then done, was merely looking over the articles 

D | | direQted 
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direted to be prepared by the preceding very full and reſpectable one, and 


ordering them to be engrofſed. After this, I was only twice in the chair 
while this buſineſs was under diſcuſſion ; the firſt time was the 3d of No- 


vember, the other, the 11th of January laſt; and at each of theſe meet. 


ings there were ten members preſent, and not more than two of the gentle- 
men concerned in the contract. 


What ſhall-I ſay now to this Old Proprietor, who charges me with ſuch 
indecency conducs, as naturally cauſed jealouſy in the reft of the committee ? 
He knows full well with what rea/ truth this might be retorted ; and he 
well knows too, that my great, and never-to-be-forgiven, crime has been, an 
uniform, though not always ſucceſsful, oppoſition to ſuch meaſures as 
 . tended either to monopoly, or what appeared to me unreaſonable and un- 


neceſſary indulgences. But my buſineſs at preſent is to vindicate my own 
2 and not to bring accuſations againſt others. 


The Old Proprietor — next to attack the propoſals themſelves, 
and endeavours to prove, that the advantages, which would ariſe from them 
to the company, are very trifling indeed. Let us examine his dexterity as 
a calculator; and let me beg your attention to a part of his performance 
which appears the moſt highly and curiouſly laboured. I ſhall take the 
particulars in order as they occur ; and if I can ſhew that his calculations 
are falſe; that they are apparently intended to deceive, and thereby anſwer 
a temporary purpoſe; and that his objections to the new propoſals are 
equally groundleſs; —after theſe points are eſtabliſhed, I ſhall have no oc- 
caſion to give you much farther trouble upon this ſubject. 


He firſt ſtates . 1500 as the 8 promiſed by Mr. Wedgwood to be ſaved 
annually to the canal compan * * the propoſed agreement. It looks rather 


omiuous 
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ominous to ſtumble at the threſhold, but ſo the fat is. In the original 


paper laid before the committee, now in my hands, the annual faving is cal- 
culated to be J. 1312. 108. only. 


* On à farther inveſtigation, it appeared (he ſays,) that the largeſt 
« quantity of goods, carried in any year, did not exceed 22,500 tons; 
« conſequently the ideal profit, promiſed the canal company, was already 
reduced to £.1125 per annum.” Here, he would lead the diſtant pro- 
prietors to believe, that the whole profit i is to ariſe from the ſhilling per ton 
ſaved on the part of the carriage between Liverpool and Preſton, now 
performed by the Duke of Bridgewater: but if truth had been the odject 
ol his inveſtigations, he would not have neglected the other articles, ſtated 
in the original paper, and which were perfectly within his knowledge ; vix. 
the expence of our agent at Liverpool—the expenee, riſk, and lofs, attend- 
ing our being reſponfible for the delivery of goods at Liverpool, and col- 
lecting payment for them, — the extra buſineſs thereby produced to the 

office at Stone, — the expences at Preſton wharf, &c. Accounts of theſe 
and other articles of expenditure, which would be wholly or in part ſaved 
by the new plan, were made out at the office by order of the committee, . 
and amounted to ſeveral hundred pounds: and it was upon theſe data all 
together, as well as upon the billing per ton, and not upon any one ingly, 
(all which the Old Proprietor well knew) that the calculations were 


6« Nor was this all, the new company did not agree to deliver at Preſton 
(as the Duke did) but artfully introduced a clauſe to carry the goods 


1 up to Middlewich, and in this ſecond ſtage exafted a much larger freight 
« than the — now Pay-” 


D 2 No 
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No—it was not all indeed !—for this new eompany put the proprietors in 
mind of a dead ſtock of theirs, of at leaſt. {.20,000, which had been laid out 
in the time of the adminiſtration of the Meſſts. Gilberts (when they carried 
all before them) in making the canal and tunnels large enough for bringing 


the river boats. up to Middlewich ; and which had been ſo managed, by 


the ſame influence, for reafons beſt known to themſelves, as never to have pro- 
duced a ſiugle penny to the proprietors. The arifulneſs, therefore, which 


the new company are: reproached with, conſiſted in endeavouring to ren- 


der this dead ſtock, this wide part of the canal, beneficial, both to the pro- 
|  Prietors and to the public; for they could not carry between Preſton and 

Middlewich, ſo cheap as the prices they had agreed for, but by bringing 
: vp! the river boats as far as Middlewich. without 5 


The laſt word i in the preceding quotation, pay, ſhould be receive, and 
then it will ſtand pretty nearly right; for the canal company are themſelves 
rhe eatriers of nearly the whole of the goods upon this ſtage, and do not 
 recerve, for that carriage, near ſo much as it 2 ſtands them in; as 
Will appeariunder the next article. ä 


| We e now come to the Old Proprietor's own calculations, exhibiting 
, comparative view of the two freights, which (be ſays) will give. a 
clear idea of the profit to the. canal company... _. 


* * 
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To the Duke of Bridgewater, between — | 


« Haling between Preſton and Middlewich - < | 


hey in ſo fim ple, and, clear 2, Saley|ayon. | A, few 70 
however, wall place Won matter in a 


HM TFT 17 


The preſent charge is, 


pool and Preſton, per ton — — 


| Total per ton © 


The new company propoſe to carry, 
« Between Liverpool and Preſton, per ton 
« Preſton and Middlewich, ditto - +» | 

« Profit to the canal company by this propoſal - | 


« and clay, wee ages 59 4 not I 


the whole, as held out by Mr. Wedgwood: and as the quantity of flint 
e and clay may be taken at $3,000 tons per annum, the utmaſt profit 


„will be, 


4 


a "SR 

« On 12,090 tons flint and clay, at dd. 100 © © 
« On 11,500 ditto other goods, at 31d. 167 14 2 
567.14 2 

3114 2 ah 


All this is very ſpecious, and thoſe who are uninformed in the particu- 
lars of the carrying bpſinefs, will not ſuſpect, d chat there can be any fal- 
$ md obſervations, 


1 7 OPnT5T9 561 
e fomemhat diff ere: nt light, an and \ſhew 
that 
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that this calculation, like many other parts of the Old Proprietor's letter, 
was meant only to anſwer a momentary purpoſe, without the leaſt regard 
to future detection. 


In his ſtatement of the preſent price of carriage between Preſton and 
Middlewich, he takes in only what is properly called haling, that is, the 
mere drawing of the boat along from one place to the other, and ſo leaves 


the 84d. in figures, as being the whole of the expence, without making any 
allowance for wharfs, warehouſes, porters, clerks ſalaries, ſtationary wares, 
and other incidental expences, which, all together, are nearly equal to the 
bang. For at the Duke of Bridge water s wharf at Manchefter, theſe ar- 
ticles ſtand us in no leſs than 10d. per ton; that is, we pay 8d. per 
ton to his Grace for the uſe of the wharf, warehouſes, and porters ; and 
the clerks and other expences amount to 2d. per ton: we may perhaps 
pay there ad. or 3d. per ton too much, which reduces the real expence * 
theſe articles to 7d. or 8d. per ton. — 


I ſhall be told, that his Grace now finds us a wharf, warehouſes, ald 
porters, at Preſton ; and that 'we have only the clerks, ſtationary wares, 
| and incidental expences, to pay there. This is admitted, in a certain degree; 
but inſtead of being any advantage to the company, it is a real and ſub- 
ſtantial loſs to them ;. for the accommodations are ſo incomplete, and upon 
ſo ſmall a ſcale, (ſee the repreſentation from the potters) that we can nei- 
ther weigh the goods there, protect them from the injuries which they re- 

ceive from expoſure to the weather, nor diſpatch our bufineſs in double the 
time that proper conveniencies would enable us to do. And beſides this 


 bofs of time, which is as real a one as any other, and more inconvenient to 
the proprietors than almoſt any other can be, we "ſhall have ſeveral 


hundred pounds in money to pay, for loſſes and damages incurred, i in conſe- 


quence 


— 
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que 


are, than between Middlewich and Preſton, where there are none. This 


of clay upon the two ſtages, will, when divided in the proportion above 
ſettled, be only 73d. for the firſt ſtage, between Preſton and Middlewich, 
aud 111d. for the ſecond, between Middlewich and the pottery; ſo that the 
— 
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quence of theſe deficiencies, during the laſt half year only. Application has 
been made to his Grace's agent for permiſſion to find ſome additional por- 
ters at our own expence ; but we neither could obtain this permiſſion, nor 
a number ſufficient to do the buſineſs, upon ay terms that could i be 


complied with. 


There is an error in the ſtatement of this 84d. which requires to be cor- 
reed ; for, ſmall as the ſum is, it is more than we do really receive. We 


x receive for the two ſtages, the ſeventeen miles between Preſton and Middle- 
wich, and the ſixteen miles between Middlewich and the pottery,—for both 
together, 184d. ; which divided in the proportion of their diſtances, would 


make 92d. for the one, and 84d. for the other. But there is another cir- 
cumſtance to be taken into the account ; the firſt of theſe ſtages is on a level 
part of the canal, without any lock, whilſt the other is encumbered with 
upwards of thirty locks ; and the Old Proprietor tells us afterwards, with a 
ſneer, that the new com pan y have taken the former to themſelves, and 
kindly left the latter to the proprietors. Much has often been ſaid on the 
difference of the real expences of haling on the two ſtages. In order to 
aſcertain this point, I requeſted, at the laſt general aſſembly, that a calcu- 
lation might be made, by an experienced navigator choſen for the purpoſe ; 


which was accordingly done, and the difference ſettled, to the ſatisfaQion 


of both parties, at 4d. per ton; that is, a carrier would deſerve 4d. per ton 
more for carrying between Middlewich and the pottery, where the locks 


being aſcertained, we can now ſtate with certainty what we were obliged 
to gueſs at before: the 183d. which the company receives for the carriage 
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81d. ſtated by the Old Proprietor for clay ſhould be no more than 714 


which is all that the company now receive for this carriage. The real and 


conſiderable bofs, therefore, to the company, upon this ftage, in the preſent 
plan of e carriage, is ſufficiently demonſtrated, and this faving was men- 


tioned in my calculation as ſo much gain to the company, which circuit 
ſtance has ſlipped the Old Proprietor's memory. 


Jon m may here, S9 very natürally alk, why the company dots not 
raiſe the price upon this article, rather than carry it to a lofs. In order to 
give a a clear anſwer to this, it i is neceſſary to ſtate, that the catriage even of 


this article, upon the whole Munce, from Liverpool to the pottery, has 1 
profit annexed to it ; and that the lofs to the company atifes fromm an tit 


equal diſtribution of his total freiglit, the Duke of Bridgewater having a 
: great deal too much for his part of the carriage, atid the company tod 
fel for theirs. If this was duly regulated, there would be a ptofit for each 


party; and though this profit would be but a moderate one, yet we are ſs 
circumſtanced, that we cannot raiſe the price upon the whole diftance ; be· 


the river navigation, the proprietors of which would very gladly receive it, 
on account of its convenience of carriage, and its having, from peculiar 


circumſtances, the command of other ha along with it. 


Another YI Elly i in this inlet is, the ſtating of the carriage 
of merchants goods at the ſame price as clay, when the author muſt well 
know, that a boat can carry little more than half the quantity of mer- 
chants goods that it can of clay, and even that a boat, with fix or eight 
tons of clay in the bottom, will carry more merchants goods than ſhe 
could without that clay ; beſides thoſe goods being liable to ten times the 

loſs and damage that clay is, as we have often experienced to our coſt. 
We, 


— — 


DP 


cauſe, if we did, inſtead of going upon the canal, the article would go by 
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all from the profits, as ongually ſeated. - 


. goods, i in defiance of every oppoſition made by the Duke of Bridge- 
* water or others.” In this he pays but an ill compliment to the Duke. 


1 5 1 


We therefore, vniforrtily | charge merchants göods at more than double 
the freight-of clay: even ſſu nt, which he ſites ng fa as being the fame 


with ay, is 2 double to it. 88 


112 
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Thus the Old Proprietor 8 beo reduction of the profits, that would 
ariſe from agreeing with the 1 new rompanys to 5671. 148. 2d. fills totaliy 
to the ground; and i no foundation yet appears for waking any — at 


4 


He proceeds next to ſome other imaginary fources of reduQion, and 


3 ſome diſadvantages of the propoſed plan, equally vifionary, though he 


wiſhes us to believe them real. Even this profit (he ſays). muſt be 
taken on a ſuppoſition that the new company can ſecure every ton of 


1 would not affront his Grace by the moſt diſtant infinuation, that the 
committee's doing their duty for che intereſt of the proprietors at large 
could poſſibly provoke an opboſition from Bis Grace i injurious to that 
intereſt. Such an oppoſition has indeed been beld forth; and to ſhew how 
prejudicial i it would be, much has been ſaid of his Grace's influence in the 
pottery, and the conſequences that would ariſe from thence ; as it is well 


known, that whoever commands the pottery goods will, ultimately, com- 


mand nearly the whole tonnage upon this, and indeed upon every other, 
part of the canal. But I can aver, from my own knowledge, that the 
proprietors have little or nothing to fear from that quarter 3 for his Grace's 
intereſt there, or rather that of his agents, was very low before the laſt 
general afſembly, as the repreſentation from the potters, and many other 
or ſhewed ; and i it certainly bas not riſen ſince oy time. b 


my P 
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The Old Propyetor objects farther, that an advantage is given up by 
« the canal company under the agreement; — for the company's boats for 
% Mancheſter now load at Preſton, but, by the new agreement, muſt come 
4 back to Middlewich empty, a loſs of ſeventeen miles, which, at 88. 6d. 
per boat, taken at fix boats per week, will amount to r32l. 128. per 
. This will be a certain loſs, and reduces the above imaginary 
us profit to 4301.” — This objection is a very ſhallow one indeed. Why | 
cannot the new company leave goods at Preſton for the Mancheſter boats, 
if wanted? I know they will be glad to do it for their own ſakes ; becauſe 
the carriage between Liverpool and that place, even at the reduced price of 
6 60. for ten, jo the maſt peoltable pare of their whals carrings. 


* Beſides, (he fays) a clauſe is inſerted in the agreement, chat the canal 
« company ſhall carry flint at 98. per ton, for which they now receive 
« 108. 71d.; here is a loſs of 18. 71d. per ton more on that article, art- 


L.. fully taken out of the pockets of the proprietors, and given to the pot- a 


«© ters, which, at $00 tons per amm, is a farther loſs of 651. per annum: 
— The ſhort anſwer to this is, that it was, from the beginning, fully. un- 
derſtood by both the contraRting parties, that the prices of the carriage of 
all goods, flint as well as the reſt, between the two points, Liverpool and 
the pottery, ſhould be exactly the ſame after this agreement as before; and 
this the. Old Proprietor's friend, Mr. Gilbert, well knew ; who, therefore, 
could have ſatisfied him that it was impoſſible for either party to have any 
defign of making this affair ſuch. a pickpocket buſineſs as he has repre» 
ſented it. It is obvious, therefore, not only how ſuperficial, and how ill 
informed, this gentleman is, but how ſhamefully negligent of the means 
of information ; as it is plain he had ſome intercourſe with Mr. Gilbert in 
the compoſition of his letter, and it is not to be ſuppoſed that that gentle- 
man would have withheld any information from him. Mr. Gilbert could 


likewiſe 
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freights, and accuſes the new company with ærifully joining them together : 


(27 J 
likewiſe have ſatisfied him that the new company, having at firſt underſtood 
from the head clerk at the office that flint and clay were carried both at 
the ſame price, had accordingly, -in the firſt ſketch of their propoſals, 
joined them together; that Mr. Gilbert himſelf was the perſon who firſt 


took notice of the miſtake ; that the. gentlemen were convinced of it, and 
the error was rectiſied the inſtant it was mentioned to them; and that this 


happened at the very firſt committee in which the buſineſs was taken into 
conſideration. But what ſhall we ſay now to this gentleman's own mit- 


take, (if, after this, it can be called by fo foft a name as 4 lade) already 
taken notice of ? Here he avows flint and clay to be of very different 


there, (when it ſuited his purpoſe ſo to do) he joins them together himſelf, 
and founds his calculation in that error. I muſt, therefore, again repeat, 
that this writer, to anſwer ſome preſent purpoſe, (perhaps that of procu- 


ring proxies for himſelf and his friends, by criminating others, to carry a 


point in the general TC CO 
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in oppoſition to the many infinvations made from time to time from a cer 
tain quarter, that they never have, to my knowledge, made one requeſt for 


any abatement of tonnage in their favour, notwithſtanding they might have 
forme-pretenfions to an indulgence of that kind, not only from the example 
others, but from the conſideration that a 54 
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ns The new company — accuſer) ſerured to themſelves the 


4 diſtance between Prefton and Middlewich, which is without a fingle 


* lock, and kindly left the old company the haling between Middlewich: 
E 2 1 and 
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and the pottery, which is near the ſame diſtance, but where the canal 
* is incumbered with between twenty and thirty locks, and muſt of courſe 


« increaſe the chagge of halang for, that diſtance. — If the gentleman does 
wat here. mean to impor. he is certainly very ill qualified to ipvefigate ; for 
ecious xs the; ohe Aion may appear ppon firſt view, a very little attention 
will hey its fallacy. We now pay to the Duke of Bridgewater 38. 4d. fo 
tan far the carriage of all goods hetween Liverpool and Preſton ; and the 
neu company propoſe, to carry between Liverpool and Middlewich, which 
xs ſeventeen" miles farther, flint and clay (which make more than half of 
the goods carried upon this part of the caual) far 38. 41d. whieh is only 
one halfpenpy per ton more; and all other kinds of goeds at 38. gd, which 
| only fd. per ton more; do that, by the new plan propoſed; we ſhull, for 


above one half of the goods, receive as much within a halfpenny per ton 
and, upon the reſt, as much within 3d. per ton, for carrying thera ſixteen 


miles, as we have. at preſent for carrying them thirty-three miles. Tha 
_ gnedneſs'of the one part of the carriage, or the badneſs of the other, are, 


in this view, nothing to the purpoſe, unleſs the Old Proprietor. can ſhew = 
how flint and clay can be carried ſeventeen miles, even on the beſt part of 


it, for a halſpenny per tan, and merchants goods for 5d. per ton, including 


222 — — a wy. 2 


3 


a nee bo 
neither be miſunderficod, . nor controverted, it carried conviction, to every, 


mind open i cin, that the proprietors have at leaſt ſuſſicient reaſon; ta 


change their carrying connection. Long ſtatements in figures were pro- 


duced and read; but, amidſt the buſineſs of ſuch a meeting, tables and 
Ratements in numbers could neither be examined nor underſtood by the 
hare reading of them, though their fallaciouſneſs was obvious to every one 

| who 
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who had any tolerable acquaintance with the buſineſs of the naviggtion : 
it could not be for perſons of this deſcription that-they were intended; and 


= 7 others, they might ſervo wy well to anſwer the * of a tempo- 
gary impoſition. 


As great ſtreſs has been laid upon this giving up of the level part of the 
canal to the new company, and retaining that with gho locks to ourſelves, 
gud as the real diſadvantages of the Jocks have now been aſcertaned, let us 
make a fair compariſon between the advantages propoſed for-the two par- 
ez, and ſee which party. the new plan is the moſt favourable to. _ 

an article of middle - priced freight, may be taken for an example. 


. 
The new company age to carry flint the * a 


The bent company ought to be paid, for the faxe with the * 
bels, (in-orde? to their being on the ſame footing with 
reſpect to profit as carriers) 4d. per ton more, Vis. i 

| But the canal company actually would receive for this ſtage 


1 of 


ww - — K 
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Difference = 1 9 


That is, the canal company would receive 18. gd. per ton more than the 
new company, for the ſame proportion of carriage. 


: Before we take our final leave of this intrincate bufineſs of calculation, 


kt me beg your attention to one other general view of it. The Old Pro- 
prietor admits the apparent profit that would ariſe to the canal company from 


the new propoſals, (that is, the ſaving of the ſhilling per ton on the part of 
ropalals, 2 
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the carriage now performed by the Duke of Bridgewater) to amount ty 
1125. er ; and I perſuade myſelf that you find no grounds for 
making any one of the deductions from this ſum which he wiſhes you to 
do. To this, therefore, add, for the ſaving of the whole expences of our 
agent, and his buſineſs at Liverpool — for the expence, riſque, and loſs, 
attending our being reſponſible for the delivery of goods at Liverpool, and 
collecting payments for the ſame, which we ſhould not be liable to under 
the new agreement— for the buſineſs which this furniſhes to the office at 
Stone, in correſponding, keeping ſo many open accounts, xc. for that 
| part of the expence of Preſton wharf, which would be ſaved under the 
agreement with the new company — for all theſe articles together, amount- 
ing, according to the accounts made out at the office, by order of the 
committee, to more than 6ool. in the preceding year, 1783— let us add 
to the acknowledged 11251. only 1871. 108. of this ſum, and we have the 
profit originally ſtated by the new company in their propoſals, with a 
| ſurplus ſufficient to make ample allowance for any diſadvantages which 
— K 
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chuſing to attack in print a nobleman of the Duke's rank and reſpectabla 
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de full and entire inveſtigation of the matter in queſtion, (for which ſee the 
2 ao ado 


of: artfulneſs and deceit in. others. 


1 COME now to the Poſtſcript, in which the firſt charge againſt me 
is, that Mr. Wedgwood ſeems to haue changed his battery: and not 


character, now makes his attack on Mr. J. Gilbert, his Grace's agent. 
This accuſation is equally. groundleſs with the reſt ;. for in the original 


| paper read at the committee meeting, which is ſtill in being, there is no 


charge againſt the Duke that is not in the printed State of fast; nor is 
there any charge agaiuſt his Grace's agent, Mr. J. Gilbert, in the printed 


State, —— aaa 


of the next long N relative to the commiteer's having aire 


_ -encouragement to Worthington and Gilbert, the State of fatis: is ſo com- 


' plete a refutation, that one would be almoſt tempted to believe that this. 
account of the Old Proprietoz's was written . znd the commitnects 
afterwards-as-an anfwver to it. 


What he ſuys on — wines | 


— epammantis merit a little more attention. There is o 
much obſcurity or ambiguity in them, or ſomething worſe, that I am not 
certain that. our plain-dealing author has not himſelf ſtudiouſly aimed. at's. 


| httle convenient intricacy, whilſt he is exclaiming fo loudly againſt the ſin 


* The 
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& The Duke of Bridgewater, (he ſays) when he ſaw a copy of Caiſtor's 
& letter, and had been informed of the proceedings on the inquiry at Man- 
t cheſter. in conſequence thereof, being ſatisfied that every material com- 
&« plaint was groundleſs, defired Mr. Gilbert to requeſt, at the next com. || 
4© mittee meeting, that Caiſtor might be diſcharged.” Nom Caiſtbr's 
letter, according to the State of facts, was firſt produced to a general 
aſſembly an the 21ſt of October, 1783; it was then determined to fend 
the four members mentioned in his next paragraph to make the inquiry at 
Mancheſter ; and it was at this medting that Mr. Gilbert took a copy of 
Caiſtor's letter to ſhew to the Duke. The next committee at which Me. 
. Gilbert, attended was the zoth of December. This, therefore, muſt have 
been the next committee meeting, at which, the Old Proprietor ſays, the 
Duke defired Mr. Gilbert to requeſt that Caiftor might be diſcharged; 
and this is the firſt meeting at which any requiſition could be made from his 
Grace after ſeeing Caiſtor's letter. The Old Proprietor will, perhaps, 
inform his brethren, in ſome future;publication, how this aſſertion agrees 
- with what beth. Mr. Gilbert and Mr. John Gilbert have themſelves declared 
at different ſubſequent committee meetings, u. that bis Graee's firſt re- 
.queſt, which he ſent by Mr. Gilbert to the committee, (and. which con- 
mittee could be no other than this of the zoth of December) was only to 
have Caiſtor removed. That go miſtake might be made in the declayytion 
: of Mr. John Gilbert on this ſubject, the words were taken down from * 

mouth by order of the chairmes, and are as follows: 5 


Mr. John Gilbert declared, that the Duke of Bridgewater requeſted | | 


* Caiſtor's removal, before he deſired his diſcharge ; but * it was 
0 2 and not by himſelf. | 


The 


« This decla: ation of the Duke's has been arfully worked up as a charge 


No; it was impoffible he ſhould, as muſt appear: from the facts above ftated'; 
this being the meeting at which a copy of Caiſtor's letter was taken to ſhew- 


charged. How different is this repreſentation: from the facts acknowledged 
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The Old Proprietor therefore muſt either have been ill informed, or 
-4 ſome art himſelf, when he ſays, in the next paragraph, His Grace 
has fince, as he was paſſing through Stone, declared at the office there, 


 « that if the committee had removed Caiſtor from Mancheſter, before his 


« requeſt hac heen made to diſcharge him, he would have been ſatisfied. 


« againſt Mr. Gilbert, in making the Duke's requeſt to diſcharge, when 
«6. it really was only to remove.” This flands in f. as 


the author's i intention cannot eafily be miſunderſtood. 


He proceeds: Mr. Gilbert certainly did not make ſuch a requiſition at 
« the general afſembly the 21ſt October, for the removal of Caiftor,” — 


to the Duke : but this, it ſtems; will, to the uninformed proprietors, ſerve 
as a convenient introduQion. for what follows: and for this-reaſon (chat 
« is, becauſe Mr. Gilbert did not make ſuch. a. requiſition) the aſſembiy 
« propoſed an inquiry, by four of their members, into that buſineſs, . 
« which Mr. Gilbert thoughit reaſonable before any cenſure was paſſed ;”* 
that is, as I underftand it, before he would paſs ſuch cenſure upon Caiſ-- 
tor's conduct, as muſt be implied by the Duke's: defiring' he mighit be dif-- 


even by the parties-themſelves !'— which are, that the Duke f requeſted: | 
Caiftor to be removed; — which · requeſt. could not: be delivered to the com- 
mittee at any other time than the meeting on the zoth of December.— at 
which meeting Mr. Gilbert, inſtead of delivering a requeſt for removal, in- 


formed the committee that the Duke in, upon Caiſtor's diſebarge from. 
the company's ſeryice, as mentioned in the committee's State of facts. 


R Whether : 


, Duke and the committee, or to provoke a quarrel between them, is bef 
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* Wes | ; a | a 4 . 1 ; 
Whether this was done with an intention to cancillate matters between the 


| known to the Old Proprietor and his friend; but whether it is the com- 
mittee in their State facts, or the Old Proprietor in his letter, that baye 
artfully worked up theſe proceedings for any particular purpoſe, I now leaye 
with you, Sir, to determine. 


The next charge is, that © the examination of the 5th of April, 1784, 


« was not before a committee; ſome minutes were taken down; and, ata 


« ſubſequent committee, viz. the 2oth of April, Mr. Wedgwood moved 
% they ſhould be entered in the book of the committee; but many reſpec- 
table members proteſted againſt it, and underſtood that no ſuch entry 
«© would be made. 


This meeting, which is refuſed the appellation of a committee, con- 


purpoſe 


The Rev. Dr. Falconer, Mr. Wedgwood, 
Mr. John Gilbert, Mr. Sparrow. 


The Rev. Mr. _ 


» the following eatry inthe company's books is 8 


ſufficient evidence: 


fiſted of the following ſeven gentlemen, appointed for this particular 


44 
40 
46 
66 

+ 


1 4 to xhe canal company'; when the truth 1s, the goods were not configned : 


[4] 


40 Ann of the ne April 20, 1784. 
« Ordered, That the ſaid ſtate of evidence, taken by the faid felet com- 


« mittee,” and alſo taken this day, be entered among! the orders and pro- 
66 ceedings of the committee.” RY 


Whether this entry was ordered to be made. on any particular motion, 1 
do not now recollect; nor is it at all material, at leaſt not for any other 
purpoſe than that of affording the Old Proprietor an opportunity of re- 


'peating the good offices with his Grace, for which I am already under * 
many 2— to him. 


« Mr. Turner's evidence has FEI been ſufficiently eben notice * P 


in this 1 have the pleaſure once more of agreeing with the Old Pro- 
e but 1 cannot do hack in the next paragraph, vis. 


« Mr. Breeze 8 declaration, that many goods entered in the Duke's books 
« as forwarded dy the company's boats, were ſent by Worthington and 
Gilbert, . aroſe from this: — theſe goods were entered to go by the Staf- 
« fordſbire navigation, which Mr. Wedgwood has conſtrued as a conſignment 


« and Mr. — well knowys the proper mode of conſignment, in 
4 favour of that company, would have been for * Henſball and Com- 
* pany's boats.” 


Mr. Turner's evidence, taken at the ſelect committee above mentioned, 
nd proved by letters which” he then produced, will ſhew incontrovertibly 
that this repreſentation- is not a true one. He ſtates, in the months vt 
October and December preceding, 


F 2 0. 
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« OR. 18, — Richard Downward — 10 hogſheads ſugar — rum —- 
« OR. 15. — Two hogſheads, directed upon the head To be forwarded 
« by the company. — Theſe were delivered to Worthing, | 

% ton and Gilbert — Muſgrove, the Duke's wharfin. 
« per at Preſton, refuſed to deliver them though ſo 
| i conſigned. 
& Dec. 19. — Herrings. 

« OK. 18. — Tobacco. 

4 Goods delivered to Wonkingron and Gilbert, thovgh ſpecially can 
« fgned to the company.” a2 c 


M. Moore, the company's colleQor for tonnage, &c. declared in his eri 
dence, that © ſome of Mr. Downward's goods lying then on the wharf, 
« he (Mr. Moore) applied to him for a conſignment, or order in writing 
« to ſend them by the company, which Mr. Downward gave him. This 
4 he ſhewed to Muſgrove, at Preſton, who anſwered, that as no direction 
« or confignment came with the goods from Liverpool, he ſhould ſend 
« them by Worthington and Gilbert, which he did accordingly.” 


| The two next paragyaphs, on the mode of paying the carriage,. and the be 
ſerving of agency at Livergool, after what has been faid. upom thoſe ſubjeds | th 
1 
to 


ee e eee e eee eee 
any notice of ; but the next I ſhall quote entire. 


pr 
. aifcg; for accigitieg =p Mideeieh/f m 
+ know of none, except in the article of ſalt from that place, as all goods 
+ which come up higher muſt be transſhipped once; and, whether that s | 
done at Preſton, or wy ther place, is immaterial and with regard to la 


< ſalt, 
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laſt paragraph of the Old Proprietor; and therefore I am not aſhamed 


( 37 ] 
« ſalt, the Duke's agent, Mr. Gilbert, is the moſt affected by it, from his 


A + 
« 12,000 tons per year. 


Here I muſt again blame the Old Proprietor for not conſulting his 
friend, Mr. Gilbert, who certainly could have informed him of other ad- 


' rantages that would ariſe, both to the public and to the company, from na- 


vigating the river boats up to Middlewich ; for ſurely that gentleman 
would not have led the company into an expence of 20,0001. (contrary to 


| the ſenſe of many of the committee, 2 
ꝛ conſideration. 


To the next and laſt paragraph, « The Duke's boats were built on the 


A beſt conſtruction for paſſing upon the tide-way of the Merſey, which 
vas his great object: they were formerly built ſmaller, but were found 


© not ſo convenient for the river, and a greater expence,” I would only 


propoſe a little addition, and therefore the expence of 20,0000, ans 8 


2. was not to be confidered ! 


I have now gone through the whole of the Old Proprietor's letter, and 
hope, Sir, that I have anſwered every part of it to your ſatisfaction. In 
the minuteſt circumftances of the facts I have mentioned, truth has been 
my obje& ; and if any particular ſhould be pointed out to me as appearing 


to be erroneouſly ſtated, the gentleman giving. me his name, I will either 


prove that he is miſtaken, or acknowledge myſelf to be ſo; but do not 
mean to take farther notice of any anonymous publication. 


I cannot conclude this tetter more to my own liking than with the 


to 


( 38 
wo addreſs . you, Sir, and the other proprietors, in his own words : . 
à remains for you ta determine whether yen will eontimue in your: et 
« fidence thoſe men who have thus endeavoured tb deceive- du, or mend 


4 port thoſe who have, on all occaſions, ſtood forth the true friends © 


the company, and have had An Artiieſs 22 to refift-t 
* attempts.” 11 D105 2705 
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